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Digests of Recent om 





CRIMINAL LAW—The crime of 
conspiracy is not to be con- 
founded with the objects of 
the conspiracy; a combination 
to commit several crimes is a 
single offense. 


—Where the several acts alleged 
are component parts of the 
one conspiracy the pleading 
is not vulnerable for duplicity. 





ested from an ni 

J. A. D., rendered July 

55. Appellate Div. State v. 
Spence et als. For appell 





Frank J. V. Gimino, Asst 





For respondents — James A 
Major, Milton T. Lasher, Robert 
H Wall, Samuel Schwartz 
Louis K. Wilder and Van e! 
& Belmont. 
Defendants were indicted in 
1e count containing some 68 
raphs charging that mn 
oout August 1, 1952 id 


from thence continuously t 
including the day of the 
ng of this inquisition did 
fully, knowingly and c 
rur conspire, combine, con- 
federate and agree together 
to violate R. S. 40 
sausing the city to enter 
contracts for w 
lies in excess of 
lout bids “and d 
fully and corruptly con- 
: to cheat ‘ 
the city by means of 
fraudulent contrac 
and supplies at gros 
excessive prices, at ir 
ex of $26,000 without adver- 
ng for bids and that defend- 
Spence unlawfully and « 
ruptly prevailed upon the Board 
f Commissioners of Jersey City 
and pay tor tne 
supplies, some of 
never done, at ex- 
and exhorbitant pri 
! to N,. J. &. 
Paragraphs 8 to 
ions of overt 
motion of 
defe ints, the 
1 that 
eged two separate 
icies in the one 
to violate 
laws and 
nd defraud 1 
cordingly resolved 
ictment was duplicit 
missibly amendable 


dismissed. The 











"hase 
and 
were 


counsel for 
County C 
ied the indictn 


the p 











be 


The reason ann 
court for the dis 
} idictment id 
rbiding the allegati 


nd 


and 


Heid 








ef 
Ollie 





+ £F 


distinct offen 
The associate rul- 


mNHMt 
unt 








that the duplicity 
not pe corrected 
nt or excision. 
s) appears to be 
ate that dur 
to an indi 








howeve 
combinati 
crimes 
f matter 
Violations of law 
i the confe 
oncert takes p 
the crime is single 
of conspiracy is n 
nfounded with the 
of the conspiracy. 
ictment here alleges 
racy entered 
on the date and 
ignated therein. Sum- 
alleges that the 
the conspiracy were 
© extravagant purchases 
required expenditures in 
S $1000 without adver- 
_for bids as required by 
ave vendors present bills 
ions of the total price 










into by 

















$1000, 
de- 
acts alleged 


than 
payment and 


The 


in amounts less 
induce their 


fraud “the city 








to have been contemplated by 
the conspirators in accomplish- 
ing the object and scheme are 
alleged in an inappropriate style 
but the indictment is not dupli- 
citous. Where the several acts 
are component parts of the one 
conspiracy, he pleading is not 


vulnerable for duplicity. 


The application to amend or! 
verbiage | 


th 


aelet 


e the repetitious 
that has given the indictment 
the complexion of duplicity 
should be granted. 


Reversed. 


States Show | Renewed 
Interest To Equalize 
Property Assessments 


Chicago ‘(ACCN) — The prob- 
lem of equalizing property 
sessments cetting more 
attention from st 
and legislatures, 
the National Assn. 
Officers. 
reports are that in 
current legislative sessions 
Stat have authorized 
strengthened their state 
programs for assessment 
provement. 

State equalization 
have greatly 
World War 





as- 
and 
ate gov- 
accord- 
of 


is 
more 
ernors 
ing 
Assessing 
Late 


to 


the 
10 
or 
wide 
im- 


es 


ivities 
since 


act 
expanded 
II. All but eight 
states have taken some action 
to equalize their assessments 
association said, _ ine a 
idy by the 
tax equalization board “which 
found that as of June, 1954, 
every state except the following 
had engaged in equalization ac- 
ivities: Delaware, Florida 
Marvland, Massa s, Rhode 


the 





Island, Texas, Vermont and 
Virginia 
The chief reasons for renewed 
interest in equalization are, ac-| 
cording to the association: 
To make local assessments 
property i state assess- 
nts Of property as nearl 
qual as possible 
To bring about equal assess- 
ments between counties or dis- 
tricts in the same sté yn the 





ame kinds _ prenersy 





To m local assessments 
n Similar property as equal as 
OSsible 


equalize the gy etapa 









nent of grants-in-aid to local 
inits when the distribu ition 
ormula is related directly or in- 
lirectly to local assessed values. 
Oth ways in which the 
tates are influencing local as- 
ner ractices have been 
issuing instructions 


and conference: 


schools 


Deadline Near fer Claims 
of Those who Lost Assets 
In Philippines Ir In W.W. II) 





Washington, D.C C. 
The Foreign Claims 


(ACEN)— 
Set tlement 


commission reminds all U. S 
citizens and companies who 
lost bank accounts or oth ler 


credits through sequestration by 
the Japanese in the Philippines 
during World War II, that they 
are entitled to be compensated 


for such losses. 
Letters indicating an inten- 
tion to apply for this benefit 


must be mailed to the commis- 
sion at its offices, Washington 
25, D. C., prior to midnight, Aug. 
31, to qualify the senders to re- 
ceive 
vided for. by law. 


SUPREME COURT 
ORDERS 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW 


JERSEY 
ORDERED that the provision 
of R. R. 4:39, as amended, with 
respect to demand for trial by 
jury shall be effective in 
cases where the complaint is 
filed before September 7, 1955. 
By the Court 
Arthur T. Vanderbilt, C. J. 
Dated, July 18, 1955 
SUPREME COURT OF NEW 


JERSEY 
ORDERED that the time limi- 
tation imposed by R. R. 1:10-4 
(a), aS amended, with respect 
| to petitions for certification to 
|the Appellate Division shall not 
| be effective in 
judgment of th 
sion is entered 
tT, 1955. 
By the Court 
Arthur T. Vance 
Dated July 18, 1955 


Par Indicates Strong 
Opposition To Proposed 
Fee Limitations 


e Appellate Divi- 
before September 


lerbilt, C. J. 


cases where the | 


New Jersey State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys - June 1955 





1. (a) S sold a porcelain vase 
to B for $209. At the time of 
ine saie, B thought that the vase 


was Ming porcelain, and thought 
that S intended to sell it as 
Ming porcelain; and S knew 
that the vase was not Ming por- 
celain, but did not know that 
B thought he (S) intended to 
sell it as Ming porcelain. Was 
the contract valid? 

(b) S sold a porcelain vase to 
B for $200. At the time of the 
sale, B thought that the vase 
was Ming porcelain, and thought 
|that S intended to sell it as 
| Ming porcelain, and S knew that 
| the vase was not Ming porcelain, 
j}and also knew that B thought 
that he (S) was promising Ming 
| porcelain—although he (S) did 
not mean to promise more than 
“porcelain” in general terms. 

When B discovered that the 
vase was not Ming porcelain, he 
refused to pay for it; where- 
upon S instituted suit against 
|B for the sum of $200. At the 








trial of the case, S’s attorney 
Members the Bar of New | ODJected to only the following 
Jersey and representatives of | Portion” of the judge’s charge 
several coun Bar Associations to the jury: . 
who attended the open meeting | “If, at the time of the sale, 
of the New Jer Chapter of |~— pee <i 


NACCA on the pr 








ment of Canon 13 to limit con- 
tingent fees to one third of 
recovery inanimous in| 
their disapproval of the pro-| 
posal. Rep representa- 
tives of those ( y Bar Asso- 
ciations which had taken an 
Official position on the subject 
thus far indicated that in each 
instance __ the clation was 
overwhelmingly if not unani- 
|} mously opposed to the proposal 
and reports from other County 
|Bar Associati cated they 
| would take position. 
Speakers meeting in- 


cluded Li Kristeller, 


president of the State Bar Asso- 
ciation, David Stein, a former 
president of t Bronx County 
Bar Ass’n Nathan Julian 

r Asso- 


of the New Y ¢ State 


atic: Mr q ler stated 
he could 1 resent the 
official view I State Bar 
but that he ersonally op- 
posed to th imitation. 

Letters wet 1] received 
from David Wilentz of the 
Middlesex C ty Bar and Theo- 
dore Monmouth 


Parson 


County Bat to argue or 

join in the argument against 

| the proposal before the Supreme 
Court. 

Among th various points 

rgzued by 1 speakers 

those from the 

floor were that there was no 


reason for 
that there 


factual foundation or 
such an amendment; 















vas no expr il which re- 
quired such mendment; 
that the ame was an 
infringement the con- 
oe right attorneys 
client that the enact- 

eset of sen an amendment 
would make ji ifficult, if not 
impossible. indigent per- 
son to seek legal representation 
exrd that the Supreme Court 
did not have the right or power 
to adopt such amendment. 
It was the unanimous opinion 

at the meeting that every attor- 
ney should communicate his 
own personal opposition to the 
amendment the Supreme 
Court and that e\ attorney 
should make an effort to be 





yn on Septem- 
vhich time 
is to hear argu-} 


present in Trer 
ber 29th at 
Supreme Court 








ment 


yposed amend- } 


the | 


Unauthorized Practice 
Committee Warns About 
Debt Adjustment Firms 


The Unauthorized Practice of 
Law Committee of the ABA has 
run two articles in its publica- 
tion, the Unauthorized Practice 
News dealing with the debt ad- 
justment service companies 
which have been springing up all 
over the country. These concerns 
advertise and offer the 
of pro-rating or debt-pooling 
and budget planning for debtors 
The so-called adjustment serv- 
ice which they offer is to 
rate and distribute to 
of the debtor the sums 
the debtor pays to them on 


service 


pro- 
creditors 
which 


a 


debtor budget basis and to re- 
ceive a service fee for so doing 
This is supposed to relieve the 


£ 


debtor from the pressure of 
his debts or creditors. 


According to the committee 
its research and _ information 
indicates the debt adijustmen 
or debt pro-rating firms render 
a dubious service at best, are 
establishing an unsavory record 
for false advertising, sharp 
practices, enbezzlements and 
excessive charges, and are 


avenues for unauthorized prac- 
tice of the law and for improper 
rendering of legal ices. 
Baseball Announcer 
Salutes America's 


Lawyers 


serv 





New York—The lawyers of 
America came in for an unpre- 
cedented salute recently when 
Mel Allen, the voice of the New 


to 


a 


York Yankees, paid tribute 
them during the broadcast of 
Yankee game for the Ballantine 
Breweries of Newark 


Hailing many famous 





zy the 


Americans of legal background 
who have figured prominently 
in the nation’s history, Allen 
remarked that “Men with legal 
training are very important to 
our legislative branch of the 
government.” He continued: 
“Let’s also not forget our 
neighborhood lawyers. They are 
invaluable when it comes to 
| things like buying a house, set- 
tling an estate, or any other 


things that get a little too com- 


the reimbursement pro- ments on the proposed amend- | plicated for us to handle our- 


selves.” 


S knew that B thought he was 


buying Ming porcelain, B is 
entitled to judgment.” 

Under the facts, was the 
above portion of the judge's 


charge correct? 

2. On May 1, 1955, B, a whole- 
sale fruit merchant in Phila- 
delphia, Pa., sent the following 
telegram to S, a farmer in 
Burlington, N. J.: 

“Will you sell me your present 
crop of peaches? Telegraph low- 
est price. Answer paid. 

(Signed) B.” 


On the same day, S sent the 


following telegram to B: 
“Lowest price for present 
peach crop $5,000. 
The next day, B sent the 


following telegram to S: 
“I agree to buy your present 
crop of peaches for $5,000. 
(Signed) B.” 
On May 5, 1955, S showed B’s 
telegram to V, and offered V 


his (S’s) crop of peaches for 
$6,000. V accepted S’s_ offer, 
although he (V) made _ no 


effort to induce S to sell the 
peaches to him (V). On May 15. 
1955, V paid S the sum of $6,000 
and picked the peaches im- 
mediately thereafter. 

(a) Has B any right of action 
against S? 


(b) Has B any right of action 
against V? 

3. (a) On Aug. 1, 1954, P orally 
agreed to buy D’s crop of 25 tons 
cf hay, at $25 per ton, and to 
pay the enh of baling the hay 
on D’s farm; and D orally 
agreed to sell his crop of hay to 
P on the said terms 


The next day, P sent six balers 
to D’s farm, where they baled 


D’s hay, in D’s presence, at a 
total cost of $90 to P. D, how- 
ever, refused to allow the baled 
hay to be taken away by P 

On Sept. 1, 1955, P D for 
damages for breach of contract 
D contended that his oral ec 
tract with P was unenforce 
able. Was D’s cc ntention sound 

(ob) S orally rreed to sell 100 
hogs to B, 90 per hog id 
B orally a d to buy lil )g 
from S at that price. In order 
to guarantee the completion of 
he de S and B each deposited 
the sum of $1,000 with X, with 
the nderstanding that the 
party who failed to perform was 
to forfeit his deposit of $1,000 
to the other party 

S refused to complete the sale, 
and B sued for damages parey 
ment for whom? 

4. (1) (a) On Feb. 1, 1955. 
Merchant, a dealer in oil burners 
in Trenton, N. J., employed 

Agent as a salesman to take 


Mercer 


burner 


r “ 7 Tad 
orders for oil burners in 


Soveneddies T 5 7 +] 
County, N. J.. from an oil 





vhich Merchant permitted 
Agent to display as sample. 
It was understood ; and 
between Merchant and Agen 
however, that all orders obtained 
by Agent from the sample were 
to be filled by deliveries from 
Merchant’s stock of oil burners, 
that Agent was to sell them for 
$300 each, and that all pay- 
ments for oil burners sold by 
Agent were to be made by the 
various purchasers thereof dir- 
ectly to Merchant. 


On Feb. 5, 1955, Agent sold the 
sample oil burner for $300 cash 
to Buyer, who purchased the 
same in good faith and without 
notice of Merchant’s title there- 
te. Agent pocketed the money 
and absconded. 

May Merchant recover the oil 


| burner from buyer? 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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GOVERNMENT — CIVIL SERV- 
ICE—A county detective is not 
entitled to compensation for 
the period during which he is 
suspended. 


—The power to remove a public 
officer includes the power to 
suspend him pending trial. 


—The holder of a public office, 
other than municipal officers, 
is not entitled to the emolu- 
ments of his office unless he 
has performed the services for 
which they are compensatory. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Waesche, J. S. C., rendered July 
6, 1955. Appellate Div. DeMarco 
v. Bergen. For plaintiff—Albert 


S. Gross (Kapp Bros., attys.). 
For defendants Milton T 
Lasher. Amicus curiae—William 


V. Breslin. 
Plaintiff is a county detective. 


He brings suit to recover his 
salary for a period during which 
he was suspended from his 
duties. 


laintiff was appointed coun- 
ty detective in 1947. His duties 
are to assist the Prosecutor in 


the detection, apprehension ar- 


rest and conviction of offenders 
against the law. The law does 
not fix any term of office for 
county detectives. 

On Oct. 9, 1951, the Grand 
Jury of.,the county indicted 


% 


latest rate 
per annum 
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by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 
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FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 
Philip Klein, President - 





a 





plaintiff for willfully neglecting 
to perform his duties as a 
county detective—a misdemean- 
or. He was thereupon § sus- 
pended by the acting prosecutor 
and rendered no services dur- 
ing his suspension. 

Held. Plaintiff is a_ police 
officer and holds a public office 
R. S. 2A:157-2 provides that 
county detectives shall be in the 
classified civil service. He there- 
fore holds an indefinite tenure 
subject to removal from office 
at any time for incompetency 
or official misconduct after a 
hearing con written charges. If, 
however, plaintiff were con- 
victed on an indictment charg- 
ing a misdemeanor or if he 
pleaded non vult to such an 
indictment, he would forfeit his 
office. 

The power of suspension is an 
incident of the power 


of re- 


moval. The right to remove in- 
cludes the right to suspend 
during the period reasonably 


required for the formulation of 
charges, the serving of them on 
accused, the hearing and the 
decision of the issue. The power 
to remove a public officer 
cludes the power to suspend 
him pending trial. 

As stated, a county 
holds a public office. 
Jersey, a public Cffice 
created for the benefit 
holder thereof and the 
vested 


detective 
In New 
is not 
Or a 


holder 











in- | 


! ! 
INSURANCE — Whether notice | 


of accident and forwarding of 
a summons by one other than 
the 
the accident is sufficient com- 
pliance with policy require- 
ment that insured shall give 
such notice and forward any 
summons not decided. 


—Delay of 20 days in sending 


notice of accident to insurer 


held violative of policy con- 
dition. requiring notice “as 
soon as practicable”, as a 


matter of law, in absence of 

extenuating circumstances. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, J. A. D.. rendered July 





8, 1955. Appellate Div. Miller v. 
Zurich. For appellants—Ira J. 
Katchen. For respondent — 
George J. Gockeler (Gockeler 
and Cortese, attys. 

Plaintiffs sued Carol Helbig 


Hel- 
in- 
with 


as operator and Eiizabeth 
big owner of an auto 
volved in ané_e accident 
plaintiff's auto. There was a 
judgment of dismissal in favor 
of Elizabeth and a judgment for 
plaintiffs against Carol. The 
judgment not being paid, plain- 
tiffs then instituted this suit 
against the Helbig insurance 
carrier. Defendant had judgment 


as 








and plaintiffs appeal. 

The accident occurred July 31. 
1953. The damage suit was filed 
August 18, 1953 and service was 
made on defendant Elizabeth 


personally and on 


guardian ad 


Carol 
litem, 


Helbig 


sued by her 























does not have any or |§ 
proprietary rights therein. The | Ca! ic, on August 19. By 
prospective emoluments of a | lett r ted August 20 and re- 
public office are not the pro- | ceived y defendant insurer 
perty of the incumbent. The // ttorney represent- 
right to emolument is regarded |i . personally, for- 
as having no legal existence | Vv mmons and com- 
except as arising out of the 1 her. The letter 
rendition of services for which or refer 
they are compensatory. The ved on the ugl 
right to emoluments of the rh her guardian 
office arises not out of the title G undisputed 
to the office, but out of the ir f the car 
actual rendition of services for | Within pe fi 
which such emoluments were | “Insured” as it 
designed to be compensatory. son using the ¢ per- 
Plaintiff relies on R. S. 40:46- | ™ of the named insured, 
34, as amended, as supporting | E Helbig. The insurer 
his claim for compensation replied on Sept. 2 disclaiming 
during the period of his sus- any liability because of thé 
pension. That section applies | asserted failure to give it notice 
only to municipal officers, and| ‘aS soon as practicable of the 
not to county officers. More- ning of the accident. to- 
over, it applies only to an ‘r will all pertinent infor- 
illegal suspension and _ here n pertaining thereto” as 
there is no illegal suspension uired by the policy 
presented. the present action and 
Judgment for defendants. appeal the position of the in- 
surer is that there was a breach 
by the insured, Carol Helbig. of 
the contractual conditions in 
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the policy pertaining to written 
notification of the accident and 
particulars and_ requiring 


its 


; the forwarding of the summons 


on Carol to the company. 
The policy provided that “if a 
suit brought against 
sured, the insured shall immed- 
iately forward to the company 
every demand. notice. summons 


served 


sc 
is 


or other process received by him | 


|| HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


The trial judge sitting without | 
| LOUIS KABOT 

and Associates 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


or her representative”. 


a jury found that no notice of 


'the accident was given to de- 
fendant until it received the 
letter of August 20 with the 


summons enclosed. The judge 
did not rest his decision on the 
lateness of notice however or 
on its inadequacy but on the 


fact that Carol did not herself | 


notify the company of the acci- 


dent and send it the summons |} 
served on her. He held that | 
Carol's failure to make the) 


notification or send in the pro- | 


cess served on her was fatal to 
the claim under 
Associated, 130 N. J. L. 576. 
Held: This court is not neces- 
sarily in accord with the deter- 
mination below that it re- 
quired for derivative recovery 
against the tortfeasor’s insur- 
|ance carrier, that an additional 
insured under the policy. found 
liable. must himself have given 
notice of the accident 


is 


|company and personally 
| warded the process served on 


him. The Whittle-case does not 


insured found liable for | 


the in- |} 


Whittle v.| 


to the} 
for- | 


78 N. J. L. J. Index Page 2¢ 
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State Bar To Confer With Insurance Men and 
Mortgage Bankers 


— 





Two State Bar Association 
| COmmittees have been appointed 


to confer on mutual problems 








require such holding. The point 
jis not decided. 

Since performance of the 
conditions stated is made by the 
policy a condition precedent to 
recovery, the company is en- 
titled to assert substantial non- 
performance of any condition 
as a defense to any proceeding 
on the policy, without regard to 
whether or not it has been pre- 
judiced by the default. Such was 
the ruling in the Whittle case 
and it is binding on this court. 

There having been no notice 
of the accident prior to trans- 


jmission of the summons re- 
ceived on August 24th, 24 days 
after the accident, the first 
question is whether this was 
a sending of notice “as soon as 
practicable’. This phrase has 
uniformly been construed to 
mean ‘within a_ reasonable 
time”. The determination of 


what is compliance with such a 
provision depends on the par- 
ticular fact situation presented 
including such circumstances as 


| trivialitv of the accident, know- 


ledge of the insured as to its 
occurrence, reliance on another 
to give notice. disability of the 
insured or other justifiable ex- 
tenuation for delay. Thus in 
some cases as little 10 days 
delay has been held violative cf 
the condition and in others as 
much as 3 months has | 
held timely. 


been 
While the question a 
Yr } 





as 


s to what 













is a reasonable time 

ily a fact 

x the fac 

as her é 

puted and differe 1c 

cannot reasonably W 
therefrom the qu f 

the court. No vil 
cumstances whatever are made 
apparent here. The delay of 
over three weeks in notifyine 
the defendant of the accident 





here involved was unreasonable 
The judgment for defendant 
therefore affirmed for failure of 
compliance with the policy re- 
quirement as i notice. 


is 


+ + ¢ 
to time ol 








Freund, J. A. D., dissenting, 
holds the issue of timeliness is 
one of fact to be determined 


upon a consideration of all the 
evidence, that the trial court did 
not rule on this issue although 
he indicated that if called on to 


make such a ruling he would 
have held the notice timely as 


a matter of law, that since the 
trial court made its determina- 
tion without regard to such 
issue the record is not complete 
and the cause should therefore 
be remanded for a new trial 
and decision on this fact 
issue after presentation of all 
; the available evidence. 


with similar groups represen:. 
ing the New Jersey Associatioy 
of Insurance Agents and th: 


New Jersey Mortgage Banker 
Association. 

Lionel Kristeller, state Bs; 
president, explained that 


legal profession often encounte; 
problems in trial of cases in th; 
insurance or mortgage fiel; 
such as matters where ex 
testimony is required. The 
Bar Association committees 
seek to work out a system 
procedure, through confers 
with representatives of ths 


surance men and morteag 
bankers, which will lead ¢ 
speedy and efficient han 


of such questions. 
Ralph S. Mason 
has been appointed 
of the Bar group to c 
with representatives of 
State Association of Insur 
Agents. Members of his g 
are Harold C. Ashwood 
Samuel A. Genet of Nev 
Horace E. Bunker of Plain: 
Joseph A. Citta of Toms 
and Sidney P. McCord, J: 
Camden. Edward G. Weis 
Paterson, a member of the § 
Bar board of directors, will 
ex-officio. 
Charles A. 
Elizabeth heads the Bar 
mittee to meet with the 
gage Bankers Association. } 
bers are Frederick A. Fr 
Newark, Lawrence M. Persk 
Atlantic City, Henry C. Schrag- 
ger of Trenton. and Howarc W 
Vogel of Perth Amboy. 
George M. Hillman of 
Holly, an Associate di! 
serving ex-officio. 


of Prin 
chair 


Otto, Jr 
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By means of questions an¢ 
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bring to mind points Ww 
may result in more favoradl} 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





CRIMINAL LAW—On an indict- 
ment for causing an abortion 
in violation of N. J. S. 24:87-1 
the State must prove the par- 


ticular or general means or 
type of means used as the 
means employed are an es- 
sential of the crime. 

—A defendant does not by 


asserting alibi waive his right 
to compel the State to prove 
every essential element of the 
crime charged. 


—A bill of particulars does not 
alter or limit an indictment; 
it merely has the function of 
limiting the proof which may 
be adduced on matters covered 
thereby to that specified in 
the bill. 


Digested from an opinion by 
conford, J. A. D., rendered July 
55. Appellate Div. State v. 


> 


Siciliano. For appellant Wil- 
ial J. O’Hagan (Stout & 
O'Hagan, attys.). For the State 


(Vincent P 


yrge 
uw 2, 


1o% el, 


A. Gray 
atty.). 
Defendant was indicted on 

ts charging him 





with v 
WIth V 








pf Bb. ak. S; 2A 

count charged n with 
1g used “divers instruments 
means unknown” in and 
Jane Harrison on Feb. 14, 
with intent to cause a 
rriage and the _ second 
t charged that on the sam 
defendant ‘advised and 
ed” Jane Harrison “to take 





drugs and medicin 








States case was built 
rcumstantial evidence as 
rformance by defendant of 
rtion on Jane Ha 
T was evidence that n 
F ry 15 defendant had pre- 
some pills for the wo- 
to make her feel better 
Th was no evidence of i 
s to the use of any in- 
ts by defendant I 
r as to ho l - 








ist ’ 4 
nissal or the f 
grouna there 


indicate the io} 
1 performed by instru- 
id for dismissal of 
-ount on the groun 
en abandoned by 


tr tinnlar 
tO particulal 


( 
iQ 


irt indicated the State 
ecluded from relying 


the prescribing 
irues ete nd 
ty mer TS or 
ith the inter 
portion 
or n 
) 1e statute 
Y I So the 
DE ve Th 
ction on pr 
ential S 
) lar ) Oo 
f meat 
on acn 
) 
te 


any charge other than as cir- 
cumscribed by the Bill of 
Particulars. The State then 


moved to amend the particulars 
SO as to allege as to each count 
that the abortion was accom- 
plished “by means unknown to 
the State.”’ Over objection, the 
amendment was granted. 
the conclusion of 
case the defendant 
newed his motions for dismissal. 
The court denied the motion 
as to the first count, without 
comment but granted the mo- 
tion as to the second count on 
the ground there was no proof 
of administration of drugs prior 
to February 15th. the day after 


ré- 





the alleged abortion. In  sub- 
mitting the case to the jury on 
the first count the court in- 


structed the jury there was no 
proof that the abortion, if any 
was caused by any instruments 
and that they were therefore to 
determine only whether it had 
been produced by “means what- 
ever”. 

Held: The conception of the 
trial court as to the function 
of a bill of particulars was 
erroneous. The bill of particu- 
lars may limit the proof which 
may be introduced on matters 
covered thereby to that specified 


in the bill but it does not have 
the effect of altering the con- 
tent of or limiting the indict- 
ment. Defendant was not en- 
titled to consider the second 
count abandoned. And, on the 
record, defendant was not sur- 
prised nor harmed by _ the 
amendment of the bill of par- 
ti The amendment was 





the court’s discretion. 
Abortion as such, is not, under 
the statute, the I 


fense. The statute 
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TITLE INSURANCE CO. 


NEWARK 
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the | 





| 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
— COUNSEL FEES—A mere 
| offer of compensation already 


| due as distinguished from an 
actual unconditional tender 
| or proffer of the money or 
| check in good faith will not 
| suffice to limit the basis for 
allowance of counsel _ fees 
under R. S.  34:15-64 as! 


| 
| 

| amended in 1952. 

| Digested from an opinion by 
|Conford, J. A. D., rendered July 
|6, 1955. Appellate Div. Davala v. 
; American. For respondent— 





George Pelletieri (Ruth Ralstein, 
|atty.). For appellant—Burtis W. 
Horner Stryker Tams & 
Horner, attys 

ained a com- 


Petitioner sust 


|pensable injury to his foot on 


> 






| April 22, 1952 and was paid 
|temporary disability. Sometime 
in 1953 the employer offered him 
$750 for his permanent disabil- 
ity, calculated at 1215.% of total. | 
He declined it. Shortly there- 


after he was examined by a Dr. 
De Palma at the employer’s ex- 
pense. The doctor reported his 
findings to the employer and 
thereupon the employer’s agent 





called petitioner into his office. 
The agent testified he had a 
$900 check and a workmen’s 
compensation form No. 3 before 
him and that he told the pe- 
titioner *. De Palma seems 
to concur in the opinion of the 


company advisors that you have 





a 15% disability of your foot and 
I have the F and a 


3 here 
nd that 


doing” 


peti- 
and 


and 


check for $900 


tioner said thing 























walked out. On further examina-;the amount showed tender 
tion and cross examination the} would have been futile, is not 
agent testifies did not ex-|apt. The attorney’s compensa- 
plain the form and that he | tion should not be snuffed out 
had said “If it is agreeable, I} or reduced short of literal com- 
have the check and forms here.” | Ppliance by the employer with 
Petitione timony was] the statute. 
that the 1€1 asked The recital and renewal of 
him wheth he would accept|the offer in the answer was 
$900 and that he answered in| again nothing more than an- 
the negativ He denied he was. other offer and not the requisite 
ffere I tender. 
A n 1 for com- The employer as the right 
n April 6. 1954. and duty to attempt to secu 
f fay 24 ad- | the employee’s signature on a 
9f the form No. 3 as part of the trans 
Respondent action of tendering compensa- 
has of endereq in tion in good faith, but he must 
900d fa } t ; 1 not to f th 
foot. Thi eC hat the nin 
by petiti f Ot CO) - 
IV thi D\ i 1 lar i i} Tl 
such r tender must be unconditior 
Af award of Affirmed 
20 )f made and ———— 
unsel f n the ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY 
sade peace NEW JERSEY’S LARGEST CERTIFIED REPORTING S 
eu S UsC 695 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J 
Yeas CACESS Telephones: Day—MArket 2-3240; Night—HUnter 6-57! 
er 15 by the Our staff of four pen writers and eight stenotypisis 
eroun availability and rapid delivery of transcripts. 
nder in 40 JOURNAL SQUARE 
00 but at 
t al the check 
v im- 
| pa red by 1 ( the Form 
Ceo oes | ESTODIAN ACCOUNTS 
| affirmed, { there was no 
| bona fide off 
| Held: £ e 1952 legis- A safe deposit box does not know when bonds 
lation (L 1952 318) amending are called for redemption, when valuable conver- 
| R. S. 34:15-64 CatGte PECs sion privileges expire, or that payment of mortgage 
viaea 7 prior te anv 
| hearing, ¢ ion gy re interest or principal is past due. 
fered or paid” the attorney's For large and small owners of securities or others 
nai ee . i aa pa responsible for investments of organizations a 
ment or av in excess of the Custodian Account will serve as a private financial 
amount off paid. Under secretary — reliable, dependable and permanent. 
that statute ft ere offe ; 
| compensation ven in yi This is a simple arrangement whereby indivi- 
answer or fore hearing, duals or corporations may place their securities in 
sufficed lin counsel] fees. 


The statute amended in 


1952 to read When, how- 
ever, at a re nable time prior 
to any hearing compensation 
has been ffered and the 
amoun then jue has been 
tendered in good faith or paid 

the unsel fee shall be 





> excess of the 

amount of com- 
{pensation theretofore offered, 
| tendered in good faith. or paid”. 
| By the amendment the legis- | 
lature intended to require some- | 
thing more than the mere offer 
| which sufficed under the act as 
it stood before amendment. The 
term ‘offered” included in 
the amendment pursuant to the | 


based on the 
award over the 















was 
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U. S. Patent Office Offers Good Opening 
For Budding Lawyers 





| Chicago (ACCN)—Young men 
and women with some college 
education in sciences and en- 
gineering have at present an 
| exceptional opportunity in the 
U. S. patent office. Many patent 
lawyers regard such experience 
'in the patent office as the best 
training for the practice of 
patent law. Attending the excel- 
lent law schools of local uni- 
versities after hours is custo- 
mary for those not having their 
law degree. 

Higher patent office officials 
are accorded a respect similar to 
{that of a judge, making this 
employment especially attractive 
also to those who are interested 
| in a career of government serv- 
ice. 











| 
| Governor’s earlier conditional 
veto only to cover cases where 
the entire compensation which 
the employer was willing to pay 
was not yet due. In all other 
| instances the legislative intent 
|is that the amount “be tendered 





in good faith’, not merely 
offered. 

| The requirement of “tender 
|in good faith” requires some 


| Objectivity in the proposal; not 
|mere conversations leaving the 

attorney to the mercy of later 

interpretations. For the same 
| basic reason, respondent’s con- 
| tention that strict proffer of the 
|check was not necessary because 
| petitioner’s dissatisfaction with 











The U. S. patent office needs 
300 college graduates who have 
completed 26 semester hours in 
the field of physics, chemistry, 
and engineering. A written ex- 
amination is no longer required 
for appointment to patent ex- 
amining positions. 

The starting annual salary for 
an applicant with the above 
qualifications is now $4035. Ap- 
plicants who have in addition 
an LL.B. degree, a Master’s de- 
gree or practical experience 
in a pertinent field of science 
or engineering may be appointed 
at an annual salary of $4580. 
With only 12 hours’ science, the 
starting salary, as an examiner 
of ornamental designs, is $3410 
to $4205. 

Promotions are rapid and, at 
higher levels, depend upon 
individual performance and 
ability. Most appointees can ex- 
pect to be receiving a salary of 
$7040 per annum within six 
years. Leave with pay is based 
upon length of service. 

Anyone interested should con- 
tact the Personne] Division, U 
S. Patent Office, Washington 25, 
D. C. for additional details. 
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PROPOSED REVISION OF LAW OF EVIDEN 


Chapter IV — Witnesses 
Competence And Credibility of Witnesses 


The 
and their competence and credibility, in Chapter IV 








(Rules 17 


through 22). As phrased, these rules do not alter the larger 
areas Of existing law on the same subjects. However, the im- 
portant points of difference involve the abrogation of some 
statutes and elimination of some common law rules. The Com- 
mittee discusses these at length. 

Specifically, the Committee points out that the following 


statutes would be abrogated by the proposed rules: (a) the “Dead 
4 of the 


Man’s Statute, Known in New Jersey as Section 

Evidence Act, disqualifying a party from testifying to transac- 
tions with a decedent or lunatic (N. J. S. 2A:81-2); (b) the act 
Gisqualifying a spouse from testifying against the other in most 


eriminal actions (N. J. S. 2A:81-3); (c) the act disqualifying 
persons convicted of perjury or subornation under the election 
laws (R. S. 19:3A-26); and (d) the act disqualifying beneficiaries 
to prove any signature to certain wills (N. J. S. 3A:3-22) 

These disqualifying provisions rest, of course, on considera- 
t.ons of policy external to the trial itself and the question in each 
is whether the pa zlar policy is to be discarded. It 
to argue these questions in terms of the theory} 
1at a trial is a search for truth, because the theory tends to beg 
the question when external policy is involved. The search 
truth means a search within the limits fixed by social policy as 
embodied in the law; otherwise it would be necessary to require 
that the Statute of Frauds, the Fifth Amendment, the doctrines 
of laches and estoppel and the like also be done away with as 
to truth. Hence, trials are a search for truth only in the 
always indirect and always incomplete 
Gathering “all the facts” is usually impossible, and if it were not 
impossib’e it would be burdensome. Trials are a process for 
finding the truth about past events by means of partial testimony 

them there is no external and infallible criterion 
for determining the h of the testimony, the whole process 
rests uwoon considerations of probability. ‘The laws of probability 
can determine the likelihood of a desired result in a large number 
cf cases, but they say nothing about the actual occurrence of that 
result in any particular case. The general aim, then, is to accept 
the mos: reliable forms of proof in preference to the less reliable, 
for the probability that the finding will accord with the “truth 
of the past event” is certain to be reduced whenever the likelihood 
of the “truth of the testimeny” is reduced. 

The question of the Dead Man’s Act is a case in point. The 
assertion that it functions to nullify honest claims while offering 
no obstacle to dishonest ones is probably not susceptible of proof, 
because there is no reliable way of determining clinically which 
are honest and which dishonest. The criticism amounts to saying 
that locked doors serve only to Keep out friends while presenting 
no obstacle to burglars. The more likely fact is that more than 
9¢ per cent of the obligations of decedents and incompetents are 
satisfied upon verification to the personal representative. and 
that the Act is invoked in the rare instances when the only proof 
lies in the mouth of the claimant, and when the claim is extrava- 
gant or otherwise of a Suspicious nature. The real question, then. 
is whether the equalizing character of the Act, or some other 
means of real protection against claims founded on the half-truth 
or on outright fabrication, should be eliminated. On this question 
the relative importance of the purpose to be served should control. 
If there is to be any change in the present law on this point, it is 
clear that it should take the form of improving the equalizing 
device rather than to abolish it. 

As to the disqualification of spouses, the policy involved is 
related to social] considerations other than a search for truth. Is 
the hope.of truth more or less important than the risk of 
misuse of the proposed right to call defendant’s spouse to testify? 
Is it socially desirable to place a spouse in a position where there 
are applied the two opposing pressures to protect the defendant 





case 
’ 


f 
t] 
! 


cbstacle: 
sense that the search is 


obout Since 
irut 





and to tell the truth? What if the spouse testifies adversely and | 
public | 


the jury acquits? Spouses composing the general lay 
would probably not accept the concept as being right or just. 
Rules 20, 21, and 22 embody changes on the matter of 
credibility. A major change would bar evidence of prior crimes on 
the issue of credibility unless they involved ‘dishonesty or false 
statement.” And when the witness is the accused 
proceeding, even these may not be shown unless he first offers 
evidence t 
convictions to credibility will vary with the criminal record 
involved and one question will be whether any fair fixed rule 


can be drawn. A serious attempt to agree on a specific enumera- | 
is | 


ion of crimes going to credibility would test whether this 
possible. The Committee’s proposed addition as set forth in the 
annotation indicates that it, too, was troubled by this problem. 
Insofar as there may be fear of abuse by prosecutors under the 
present law, such misconduct could be dealt with directly and 
separately. Rule 21 is not clear, either, as to its effect when the 
witness is a convicted accomplice or co-conspirator, 
strongly affecting credibility regardless of the nature of the crime. 

Another important change would be the elimination of the 





1S 





for | 
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VOICE OF THE BAR 
COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 








the extraordinary 
expense of securing a _ steno- 
graphic record, of printing a 
lengthy appendix, of paying the 
$100.00 deposit in the appellate 


Editor, N. J. Law Journal is involved 

I respond herewith to the 
Supreme Court’s request for ex- 
pressions from the Bar relative 
to the proposed amendments to 


'Canon 13 of the Code of Profes- court, etc. If we are going to 

sional Ethics. lay down a just and realistic 
In the first place. I would formula, we must allow for the 

point out that the imposition variables above suggested, and 

of a top limit on contingent some others. 

fees does not belong in the My own observation is that 

canons of ethics, but in the the Court’s proposal has stirred 


rules of court. The proposed new up a more universal opposition 











text is an expression of the in- by the Bar than any judicial 
herent power of a court in any legislation proposed by the 
case to determine the fairness court. If the amendment is to 
| of fee charged for forensic receive the support of the Bar, 
|services by an attorney. A code it should be largely revised and 
lof ethics is usually and properly a period of education allowed 
| adopted by the Bar, rather than before final action is taken on 
imposed by the Court. One gain its adoption. 

|that would result trom imposing Very respectfully, 
the restriction in question as Louis B. LeDuc 

| part of the rules governing civil ——___—_— 

practice in the Superior Court, Editor. N. J. Law Journal: 


The question as to the author- 


jis that the limitation would not 

lapply to suits for personal in- ity of the Legislators, or the 
| juries in District Courts, where. Judiciary (Supreme Court) to 
| because of the relatively small make laws or rules may be 
jamount involved, a one-third a debatable one. However, there 
| contingent fee would be quite can be no doubt that legislation 


















| inadequate should be enacted providing for 
I am in sympathy with what the entry simultaneously of a 
'the Court is trying to accom- money judgment and also a 
lplish by the amendment, but I possessory judgment in our Dis- 
|feel that considerable revision trict Court, where suit to re- 
is needed. as I shall point out cover possession of premises is 
later. The prevailing practice of sought for failure to pay rental 
charging a straight 50% fee in What say you, Members of 
|contingent cases makes for bad the Fiar? “Efficiency is a virtue”! 
public relations. To take half of Leo Goldberger 
fan injured money re- —_—_—_—— 

| cove! is shoc to a great Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 
mal people are not able Amid all the disc ion re- 
}to appreciate -al sacrifices specting the pros and cons of 
'that a lawyer has to make in the proposed canon 13 of the 
learning such a fee. A more im- professional canons of ethics. 
portant consideration is the the article appearing in the 
cmmercial aspect which such July 28 edition of your publicz 

1 fee agreement assumes. In tion comes as a distinct shocker 
effec the lawyer The writer of that article 
from his client a f vances an argument which is 
terest in the client’s case. This wholly novel in its approach and 





unfounded in law, viz.. 


‘s right to con- 


property interest may, and often entirely 


does, raise serious conflicts be- that an attorney 

tween the lawyer’s professional tract is a property right guar- 
duty and his proprietary inter- anteed by the federal and state 
est, as where settlement is constitutions. 





Disregarding the federal con- 
ution for the moment, the 


New Jersey constitution (Art. 6, 


which the lawyer 
the client opposes. 


such a charge 


proposed 
j}favors and 
The uniformity of 





carries its own condemnation: sec. 2, par. 3) expressly states: 
no case is the same, and the “The Supreme Court shall have 
charging of an identical per- jurisdiction over the admission 
| centage against $100.000 re- to the practice of law and the 
covery and against a $5.000 re- discipline of persons admitted.” 
covery is completely out of The Rothman case makes ade- 
measure quately clear that this power. 
I come now to the inadequacies unlike the power to regulate 
of the proposed amendment practice and procedure, is not 
which was evidently drawn with “subject to law.” (12 N. J. 528, 
the idea of avoiding complexity. 97 A. 2d 621) The “law” in this 
But the problem is complex and regard must give way to 
to fix a single percentage of Supreme Court rules, unfortun- 
compensation makes for the ately. 
unequal results already noted. As to the federal constitution. 
Why should the same percent- I should very much dislike to 
age of recovery be allowed in be put to the test of contend- 
cases where a settlement is ne- ing before the U. S. Supreme 


Court, on certiorari, that a New 
Jersey court has violated my 
liberty to contract as an attor- 


gotiated before trial as in cases 
that are tried? A differentiation 
here is patently needed. I sug- 


gest further that while the at- ney, by limiting me to a speci- 
torney may properly be ex- fied percentage of the damages 
pected to stand the costs of an awarded my client. We need 
appeal when the defendant is have no fear that that august 
the appellant. it is absurd to body would indeed ever grant 
apply the same standard where the writ under such circum- 
the plaintiff appeals and there stances. 




















in a criminal | 


support his credibility. The logical relevance of prior | 


a fact | 


rule which prevents a party from impeaching his own witness. 
This proposal will doubtless be the subject of strong dispute. 
particularly since the proposed rule, dealing as it does with 
| credibility alone, would seem to reach its logical limit when the 
examination is confined to neutralization. To allow prior contra- 
dictory statements to prove their truth goes beyond credibility. 
And there will always remain the question whether the casual 
prior statement is more or less likely to be true than the state- 
ment made as testimony under oath. 

While the entire subject of method by which the proposed 
rules should be adopted is to be treated in a later editorial. it 
seems clear that whatever changes are to be effected by this 
chapter ought to be by statute. Qualification and privilege are 
closely related in function, and while they may have some aspects 
which can be said to consist only of “practice and procedure in the 
ccurts,” they have other aspects too. some substantive and some 
procedural—outside the courts. Whatever the rules in these fields 
are to be, they ought to be the same for administrative. municzi- 
pal and all other kinds of proceedings as well as for court 
proceedings, because the policy considerations do not depend on 
the nature of the proceeding. Statutory action is obviously pre- 
ferable in this field 


| 


ReG: 
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Property 


Organizes 


The Real 
and Trust 


Property, 


tion held an 
meeting at Newark on Jul; 
at which Walter 
elected chairman for the 
ing year. Others elected 
Saul Tischler and Maur 
Silver, vice chairmen 


Pre cate 
and Trust Section 


Probsz 
Law Section of 

New Jersey State Bar Associjz- 
organizati 


y 


Leichter 


a 


+ 
oI 


property; David H. Schantz 


William B. Hutchinson, Jr 


chairmen of Probate; 
liam H. Donnelly and 
C.. Felter, Jr:, 
Trusts. Mr. 

elected as secretary. 


The group decided to h 


two hour forum at the 


winter Meeting of the Ass 


tion and another forum 
Annual Meeting 
the Mid-winter meeting 
one hour will be devoted t 
senting answers to qu 
submitted in advance 
second hour to 
of problems presented fro 
floor. 

It also decided 
committee be 
from three to nine 
study, promulgate and 
recommendations on any 
lation affecting the three 


was 


of law covered by the Secti 


Music at ABA Meeting 








New Jersey delegates att 
ing the Seventy-seventh A) 
Convention of the Ame 
Bar Associat in Philade 
Pa., August 22-26 wil 
musical tributes betwe 
extensive business sessi 





these “extra leg 





day throughout the 

on. maestro Howard 

and his Orchestra have 
engaged by ABA Office 
entertain the five tho 
from all states 





and 
G 

vice chairme 
Schantz was 


next Juns 


appointec 
meme 





May I therefore resp 
that the oppone. 
canon 13 
the real 
issues of 
which there 
and disregard 
sues on which 
Court has already 
them? In so doing, p 
they will appear more 
suasive to our Supreme 
and thereby effect the a 
plishment of a result now 
hopeless than ever: the 
of canon 13. 

Very truly you 
Jerome Shapi! 





ethical and 
the cont 
are a great 
heady 
the 
ruled a 


prs 


Editor, New Jersev Law Ji 

If more than three ye 
experience as a magis 
taught me anything. it i 
that the majority of infra 
of the State Motor Vehicle 
are probably caused | 
young people under twen 


leg 
Su 


confine themsel\ 


rovers 


Ne 


( 





vears of age. While cours 


sume the general responsibill 


of life. such as are incic 


working, to family relations 


to financial matters. et 


should, therefore, have a gr 


sense of what is requ 
them than those of more 


years. 


I firmly believe that raisin 


twenty-one the age of i 
of Driver’s Licenses woOl 
crease .he toll 
injuries daily exacted by 
dents occurring on the 
highways. 

Frederick W 


of deatns 


driving may be helpful, th 
not instil in the driver's 
the sense of responsibilit: 
is vitally needed. 

t is true that many vi 
are also by adults. but 
of twenty-one is the age 
you begin to merge intc 
hood. Many young men 
age are in college or 
graduated or are employe 
are usually more ready 













Mie 
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Attorneys Exam. 





Continued from page 1) 

bp) What would your answer 
pe if Merchant, instead of suing 
Buyer for the recovery of the 
9] burner, sued him (Buyer) 
for the price of the burner, i.e., 


$30 





In the foregoing case, 
se that Agent, instead of 
selling the sample oil burner 

Buyer for $300, had in 
stalled it in his (Agent’s 
Trenton, N. J., and had then 





1c 














home 


<0 his home for $10,000 to 
Buver, who was an innocent 
nurchaser without notice of 


Merchant’s arrangement with 
Agent. What rights, if any, 
Merchant then hav 





right of action against Central 
Railroad Co.? 

(ob) Strong, a farm worker, 
who also raised and sold turkeys 
in his spare time, was author- 
ized to sell turkeys raised by 
Feathers, a wealthy farmer. On 
Mar. 1, 1955, Strong 


Service, a caterer, and agreed 
to deliver them to Service the 
next day for use at a banquet. 
The turkeys were never de- 


livered to Service. 

On Mar. 15, 1955, Service sued 
Feathers for the damages sus- 
tained by him, which actually 
amounted to $200. At the trial of 
the case, Service offered to 





sold 50} 
turkeys, at $8 each C. O. D., to| 


/issue 100 shar 


| outstanding 


poration.” The charter of the 
corporation contained no pro- 
vision covering the voting rights | 
of the stockholders thereof. 
Was the by-law valid? 
(b) The charter of a New Jer- 
sey corporation contains the 
following provision with respect 
to meetings of stockholders: 
“At every meeting of stock- 
holders of corporation, at 


the 


‘least three-fifths of the shares 
of the 


corporation entitled to 
be represented in 
order to constitute a quorum.” 

Is the provision valid? 

(c) The charter of a New Jer- 
sey corporation authorized it to 
es of capital stock 

were issued and 
and contained the 


} 


vote shall 











(of which 50 
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Comment On Failure Of Accused To Testify 


By Aaron Marder 
Ee 

The present rule in this 
state Tras been left to the com- 
mon law of New Jersey and it is 
stated in State v. Costa, 11 N. J. 
239, 253 (1953), that ordinarily 
comment is “improper unless 
there is evidence of inculpatory 
acts or conduct of the accused 
which, if true, must be within 
his personal knowledge and in 
some degree impute his guilt or 
prove some element of the 
offense, and which facts he can 
disprove by his own oath as a 
witness if the facts be not true.”’ 

It was held in State v. Edel- 
man, 19 N. J. Super. 350, 354 
(App. Div. 1952), that where the 





instructed that his failure to 


testify creates no presumption 
against him and that such 
failure to testify should not 


weigh in the slightest degree 
against the defendant nor en- 
ter in the discussions or deliber- 
ations of the jury in any man- 
ner. Bruno v. U. S., 308 U. S. 
297, 60 S. Ct. R. 199 (1939). 

In Wilson v. U. S., 149 U. S. 
60, 13 S. Ct. R. 765 (1893), the 
Supreme Court reversed a con- 
viction because the prosecutor 
made comment on the accused’s 
failure to testify to the effect 
that if he were ever charged 
with a crime he would not stop 
with putting witnesses on in his 








































































gainst Buyer? prove that, when he bought the| following provision: “Each ‘4 Joe ; defense, but would himself testi- 
a’ On May 1, 1955, Boss, turkeys, Strong told him (Serv-/share of the capital stock of €Vidence pointing to guilt was/fy Justice Field stated: 
‘ne shipping Agent of Auto ice) that he (Strong) was acting|the corporation shall be en- entirely circumstantial, there is “But the act was framed 
Trucking Co.. a common carrier for Feathers in making the sale.| titled to one vote.” no right to make any comment. with a due regard also to those 
ne utomobiles doing | Was this evidence admissible? | at the second annual meeting 2. who might rely upon the pre- 
A n and out of Buffalo 7. (a) On Mar. 1, 1955, White, of the stockhold of the cor-| _The Committee on the Revi- sumption of innocence which 
fused to accept for Black and Green, who had been| poration, convened pursuant to Sion of the Law of Evidence, in| the law gives to every one. and 
from Buffalo to Newar! , partners for a period of 10 years|qye notice thereof, the holders its report to the New Jersey’ not wish to be witnesses. It is 
itomobile which TI had in Atlantic City, N. J. agreed Ca 94 shares of the said stock Supreme Court dated May 25, not every one who can safely 
from Owner a con- as Bathers Equipment Co., dis-| voted in favor of a resolution 1955, proposes that comment venture on the witness stand, 
9 d to himself in Newark t soived their partnership, ana |authorizine the officers of the upon such failure to testify may though entirely innocent of 
ime Thief delivered ANE Cue HORiCe OF The Cele | cornaration borrow $10,000 always be made. See recom- the eharze against him. Ex- 
e carrier's depot in tion thereof to all persons with) gor the purpose of expanding its Mendation under U. R. E. 39.) cessive timidity. nervousness 
for transportation to whom the firm had previously|pusiness: the holders of 20 The rational basis for the re- when facing others and at- 
Boss did not know that it had done business. One of these per-| shares voted nst the resolu- Commendation is summed up in tempting to explain transac- 
een stolen by Thief, and re- Sons was Waiter, who had sold|tion- and the holders of the Note 7 under Rule 39, which tiens of 2 suspicious character, 
to accept it for $1,000 worth of goods to the | -emaining 6 shares did not vote note reads as follows: and offenses charged against 
secause he became inv firm in 1947 but had never been} 9, j+ 7. “Finally Rule 21 protects jim _ will often confuse and 
argument with Thief with Paid therefor Was the resolution validly the accused who takes the embarrass him to such a de- 
‘t to the transportation On Apr. 1, 1955, White, feeling | adopted? stand from the damaging in-  oree as to increase rather than 
| es demanded by Boss. that Waiter should be paid but) (q, 4 ny, corporation, TY by the State as to prior yemove prejudices against him. 
ing were twice as large as without consulting either Black] i, oyneq and lled by John paging OF | CYMnGSEMGIOG:| th 45 anal every one, however 
arrier’s usual charges for or Green, signed a promissory Rich and hi sane. tans of course, in theory to his honest, who would therefore 
services. note. in the firm’s name, pay-|ang Frank. Of the 100 shares, Credibility. Thus a defendant wijingly be placed on the wit- 
Has Thief any rights again able on demand to the order of |-¢ i. Gani tock issued and| }S ©mcouraged to take the stand yess stand. The statute, in 
Auto Trucking Co.? Waiter and delivered it to atin in % ype “eq and fully participate in the tenderness to the weakness of 
In the foregoing case, as- Waiter. On Apr. 15, 1955, Waiter shares. Harr 10. shares. judicial inquiry as to his guilt’ those who from the causes 
1) that Boss accepted the instituted a suit on the note and trank 10 shares.| CF M™nocence free of harass- mentioned might refuse to ask 
iobile from Thief for trans- against White, Black and Green.| pony and Fr refuse to at-| Mmem* from one of the prose- tg pe witnesses, particularly 
tion from Buffalo to New- Discuss and decide. itend. the meeting of | CUtOrs most effective and when they may have been in 
vithout prepayment of tht (b) In the foregoing case, as-| +o¢knolders corporation,| ©*SUY abused impeaching de- some degree compromised bj 
ortation charges; (2) that. sume the following facts: (1) | J):nouch ified thereof.| “'°°S : . their association with others, 
the automobile arrived in that, on Mar. 1, 1955, White re- | vay John 44 meeting Present New Jersey practice declares that the failure of a 
Ne <, Owner, having learned tired from the firm, but failed alone and elect directors for| PCU™eune impeachment by  gefendent in a criminal action 
theft and shipment of to give notice of his retirement eas pa aah aa any prior conviction and, On to request to be a witness shall 
h demanded the car from to any persons with whom the} ~~ °7°ME are a the other hand, alloving in no+ create any presumption 
Auto Trucking Co., in Newark had previously done busi-| 9 ‘@! On Mar. 1, 1955, for many cases comment by prose- Pn ee RO 
=. 3) that the latter’s agent ness and likewise failed to give|“°!e receive Mi Save P two cutor and judge on a defend- “Ih Johnson United States 
Newark refused to deliver the tice thereof by publication, for | Promissory not ich for $100' ant's failure to testify is not 318 U. S. 189. 63 S. Ct. R. 549 
Owner until the charges a reasonable period of time, in|@M@ each payable on a unlikely to present a_ real (4949) Justice Douglas. writing 
r transportation were pai any newspaper of general circu- ir Oy Bae re . gh oye dilemma to an accused. See the majority opinion, stated at 
hin lation in Atlantic City: (2) that | /emtly raised « ote to $1,000, Tyree. 5 Rutgers L. Rev. 25 n. 536 of 63 S. Ct. R: 
W the carrier within s Black and White thereafter con- | retained on te, and nego- | (1950) discussing State v. Tansi- ~“«~he rule which obtains 
‘ights, in refusing to deliver the tinued to do business there| tiated the other note to H. 4| more, 3 N. J. 516 (1949.) Rule when the accused fails to take 
Owner unti] the said under the trade name Bathers| holder in due cou What are 21 should end this dilemma, the stand (Wilson v. United 
es were paid? Equipment Co.; and (3) that,|the rights of P and H, respec-| and the accused who need not States, 149 U. S. 60, 13 S. Ct 
James Holder was the while their delivery man, Driver, | ively. against M fear such impeachment would 75 37 L. Ed. 650) is then ap- 
agent of Central Railroad was operating their truck in| ‘®) P is u of (a Pro-| seem to have scant cause for plicable. As stated by the 
Wildroot, N. J.,and in full the ordinary course of their }™issory note made by M.P trans-| complaint as to comment on Supreme Court of Pennsyl- 
of the station maintained business, he (Driver) negligently | fers the not = ues “| his failure to take the stand.” yania. ‘If the privilege claimed 
here by the said company. On ran down and injured Hert who| W4Y as to constit m b nae 3. by the witness be allowed, the 
Apr. 15, 1955, Harry Rider pur- was then vacationing in Atlantic |19 Gue Course. © Sells’ he Lanai _In federal criminal prosecu- matter is at an end. The claim 
h a ticket for Pineville, City. Under these circumstances, |t© * after ma M. Has a tions, 18 U. S. C. $3481 provides 6 privileze and its allowance 
N from Holder, and gave would White be liable to Hert for |200@_ personal celense against | that the accused. at his request, is properly no part of the evi- 
him silver dollar in pay jlamages sustained by Hert? |P. Can X enforce the note/shall be a competent witness dence submitted to the jury, 
required fare. Hol 8. (a) The directors of a New | 28ainst M? — er |and that “his failure to make ang no inferences whatever 
ng that the coin was Jersey corporation, authorized| 10. (a) On Jan. 1, 1955, Buyer) such request shall not create can be legitimately drawn by 
rfeit, immediately swore bv its charter to issue only com- | purchased a pianc from Seller/any presumption against him.” _ ~~ _ : d 
varrant for Rider’s arrest, mon capital stock, passed a by- | {°F $1,000, paid Seller $400 On | He is entitled to have the jury (Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
Rider was detained at the law providing that “every stock-|@ccount and signed a memor- pear 
a \lice headquarters over- holder of the corporation shall ninend Pi tig: ~ nent DON'T BE IN THE DARK — GET ALL THE FACTS 
released on be entitled to one vote for each sbi he psaae ; MORRIS WAXMAN ona Associates 


before being Ae as 
block of five shares of the capi- | balance of $600 Apr. 1, 1955. 
tal stock of corporation owned | At the same vime MW right signed 
by him and registered in his|the said hppa ataigicesh and 
name on the books of the cor- | bound himself thereby as surety 
ifor Buyer. 


CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
Depositions Before Trial 850 BROAD ST. 


ana oe ° P NEWARK, N. J. 
Air-Conditioned Hearing Room Available itehelt 3-1440 






ssuming that the silver dollar 
nich Rider gave to Holder was 
z€nuine currency. has Rider any 


























= Buyer failed pay the said — 
DEPOSITIONS a BERGEN COUNTY pg aig; wheseuacen Aone ALL TRENTON SERVICES including: 
| 





|for a box of fine Havana cigars Superior and U.S. District Court judgment searching 


’ now be taken in quiet air-conditioned hearing room cteens Sn ttim, tox: teed, cae a a sdergsiceet ; 
experienced Certified Shorthand Reporters and Notaries ly “ite ae Re piesa | eceivership search in bo courts. 
ce — rr vo" Ba! pi i: | Corporate Status, including Tax information. 
: ee . ee. eee a thnereoI to May 1, 1959, w Uv} ee 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE leither consulting or notifying Abstracts and information in all courts and departments 


SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 
(W. Coe McKeeby) 
24 Branford Place Tel. MArket 3-4232 Newark 2, N. J. 


New Printing Incorporating Latest Rule Changes 


The following forms have been reprinted to conform 


| Wright of the extension. 
|} On May 10, 1955, Buyer having 
| failed to pay Seller the balance 
| of $600 due on the aforesaid | 
|piano, Seller sued Wright as 
surety for the debt. Judgment 
for whom? 

(b) In the foregoing case, sup- 


210 Main Street. Hackensack, N. J. 
DIamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Meyer 


a 




















ee 











LAW PRINTERS 









>: — |pose that, on / 15, 1955, ’ » beer | to con: 
Fe Spectaltsts Wright learned that Buyer had with the rule changes effective September 7, 1955: 
APPENDICES AND BRIEFS ON APPEAL failed to pay the aforesaid +4050—District Court Summons & Complaint 

t balance of $600 to Seller on ’ ue : : J : 
Apr. 1, 1955, but did not know #4050 Spec.—District Court Summons & Complaint 


with 4 counts 
+4060—Notice of Application for Wage Execution 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of | 


that Seller had granted Buyer 
ithe aforesaid extension of time; 














}; and that, on Apr. 16, 1955, he 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. | a) Caen Cheree te: pay. eae ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. one half of the aforesaid 








502 High Street, Newark 2, N. J. MArket 4-5577 








NE MARKET 3-4994 
~ binnieiiaees z —— (Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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Page Six 
= . A . ——— 
| 
G4c ? > c Ur t e. } 
Attorneys Exam. ‘ry | 1949, Mary left John and went Essex Bar Library To | LEGAL NOTICES 
; : 5 _ | to live in Miami, Florida, where, Cl Saturd | TAKE NOTICE THAT THE ~ 

(Continued from page 5) time, he continued in exclusive |on April 5, 1949, she started suit ose saturaays | SIGNED wil apes Cnior 
————————— 1 possession: of the: real property,|for divorce agains ( i yn. | the 23rd day of A 
balance of $600 in full satisfac- |‘ 034 tho tavoc ; on he sacar John in The Essex Counts W Bar VASSO=]o50 sage ue 

‘ : paid the taxes and made neces- | Florida. John was duly served by | a;.44; F ¢ Sa TS = Ed 
tion of any claim that Seller] ..,. : bo A nee hI a : : -’ | ciation Library at 744 Broad | "a rm Ed 
Sant “ard z sary repairs, but nothing, was| publication and mail, but did Bact — carl a zal ‘ 
might have against him] ever said about the deed, which|not enter an appearance. Mary Street, Newark, will be closed ds 
: oc c l W Ol VU < re 2aATe ce. Mie 4 , 24 LIPS »'£ PST! 
(Wright) as surety, and that], , ; ; Pins gi “4a"'Y}on Saturdays from August 6th] sooo. s wa 
Seller refused t sept Wrirht’ E continued to keep in his pos-| received a final decree of di- anger psieoin ae etal a nineree S 
oe Yr re se oO acce rig Ss . + : ; >pte - o, J0d, sClUus v4 k ev 
Max d accepl WIISNUS! cecssion, although it was never! vorce on June 4, 1949. Mary then P July 28, Aug. 4 : 
if ° ea) . > ipa ; rete > is ry) « “riod 2S - w17 } TY Necncear aig - av = 
ime ee recorded. D died intestate, his | married James Brown on June} prother. James” in Paragraph 4 _Dated : 
Would Wright, under such}only next of kin and heir at 6, 1949. and substituted “my wife. Mary” JARBARA 
circumstances, be liable to Sel-|]law be a cousi . Cw: ' i eRe ag a ae Oe ees 
ee ee eka ana “4 agp jlaw being a cousin, C. C was In April, 1954, Mary started At his death. on June 1, 1955, |, u 
e ( ‘ ] a O > SE j y appoi od < j str , sestt ¢ +h T ec : . ; é : 3 . 
balance of $600 which b a r : ‘ appointed administrator of | suit in the N. J. Superior Court,| this will was found with the 
ee . ae ~ which buyer! D's estate and has possession of | Chancery Division, against her|changes mentioned above. His! notice 
aile ( ay’ > rine ¢ 0 ies , e Sacak Be - 4 : ; : - “i ce 
pa} wend the ring and or ane the houst first husband, John, for parti-| entire estate consisted of $10,000 | |; 
U D and E nee been close | on X Street. A week ago, E de-|tion of the property at +1 Oak] in Hope Trust Co. and a printing | 3 
0 < \y 1A € reare 9Y > > - o “VY ‘ ¢ 4 aa es) > z eee s > 
ehgee on ovel ” years. In | mande d the ring from C, and|st., Hope, N. J. John filed an|business, worth $25,000. He left |! . 
1952, D, who was then 65 ions [omer demanded possession of see answer and counterclaim, alleg-| surviving him, his wife, Mary | LIZA LVI 
old, was taken seriously ill and|real property. C_ refused, and /ing that he and Mary are still} and his daughter, Joan, his son. | ga la ME-SULVERSTEL 
was removed to a_ hospital. | de manded that E return the/ husband and wife and asking | John, and his brother, James. | 2 Terr 
’ re > Tet ani . " ¢ pe . } 1 : . - ‘. - ¢ ) 
While there, he sent for E and,| deed to him. for a judgment declaring the | How should his estate be dis-|i.s.—3 Cot. 28 dog: & 
in the arenes of N, his nurse, (1) Who has title to the ring?! Florida decree of divorce void. ! tributed? ee ——— 
he said to E (2) Who has title to the real| At the trial, Mary offered in (b) Suppose that, instead of} _ — d: June 
és ort - oO Ta , ‘ . — et » SIT ( ; 

I sent for you to give you estate? evidence an exemplified copy of |? making any changes in the 1940 | ary ath ae mg : 
some things which I _ have 12. B. Was declared a bank-| the Florida divorce proceedings. | will, William Brown, while alone, | pes Ae Bg Ms 
always wanted you to have some . 1 ' ; hj One an eues : 
always wanted ye : lave SOME rupnt, and his disclosed assets Jonn produced witnesses who; wrote out a will in his hand-|' ‘utor of said decasee 

, The tors a ‘ -+ at = ss : aS es ; jt iv to the creditors sa 
day. The doc tors do not hold totaled $75. The Referee in| te stified that Mary committed |writing in June, 1954, reading, | 4 ibit to the subscriber 
mae prt for me and I have pankruptey announced that no|@dultery with James Brown in|*I leave all my estate to my}, ic of said Geceumnd. wie 
pu < 1 ra < ‘Ss © *r J : ne J in > wif. arwv Ni ¢ Tayi th date, ¢ e a 
ipa affairs in order, With trustee would be appointed be-| Hope. N. J., in 1948, and left| wife, Mary. ‘Signed! William | an senna ; 
the exception of handing over! pause of the small amount of |John on Jan. 2, 1949, and that|} Brown,” At the same time, he | the ast the subscriber 
this ring and deed to you.” pie Se James it his iob in Hope. N. J../ tor C cet) ee ee FRANK CORNISH 

n is b i ; FE assets. This was satisfactory to|?a@mes quit us JOD In Hope, N. . | ore the 1940 will in half, but} sSTEELMAN, LArFERTY & ROW! 
l thereupon landec » Bla) anaditars aK ee Jan. 10, 1949 iteus ~ dices on halves |. »ttoress 
: . : all creditors of B except X, Y| 0M van » 1989. lretained the two torn halves. }.»,°\-;) 2 
" poe ne E > “0 grote a and Z, who believed that B was On these facts is Mary entitled | Suppose further, that, at his| sah > 7 8, Aug. 4 
. 7e » F ? »KeC > ‘ 2 : : ; cry tur : J ‘ .,. = 2 1g 
ze goed ‘ se "re (whic hiding considerable assets and/}to partition against John? |death, the 1940 will, in two = 
anc acKnowleadgec aee¢ WC? | a att ; : ae ene eae. | alves the Q5 will were 
Meuueren te £. in fee cimale. D's insist d that the teferee ap- ‘b) In 1940. Richard Smith | halve: , and the I a4 will were | | haere iat 
aan pe x Street ee point a trustee. Reluctantly, the | married Jane Jones. Richard | found in the testator’s desk, and | Fs!41 MRIS HER RB ST. 
“T have h id ae l wwyer pa Referee appointed T, as trustee.| bought a home at +5 Maple} that he lef the ne Se wewee es POLL 7 
hic ee ey ayer eta (2 asked that an attorney be/st., Hope, N. J., with his own | and estate mentioned in (a) g s of sald 
this deed, because I am afraid wpointed for him, since the! monev. and k titl the | above g 
I won't he needing the t Ap} , s tl, sat il none! and tooK tie in tne} ; ee aren ' * 
Piccola ae — = e old task seemingly would be ardu- | name of his wife, Jane. In 1950. | How should his estate be dis- ft 
A100 » Addl ail Iri¢ " Tr 7 + wo3 Went 79 
: ay ous The Referee, thereupon. j ne left chard at te ; tributed : s 
E thanked D and shortly there- yointed L as attorney for T poe — ——— eit —— 
: ia eaihi-n appointed L as attorney [ot -|}open adultery with Henry Hand | To be concluded: 
- oo D recovered even though L was the attorney | until] 1951, when Richard sued | — : M 
fers) recoveree’ for C, another creditor of B.| Jane for divorce on the ground | LEGAL NOTICES : < 
peice ret seecsitas sad The Referee also ordered that|of adulte vith Henry and re- corer 3a i Spaewe. = 
X Street. Shortly x y and Z should forthwith de-| ceived a final jud a ad STATE OF NEW JERSEY : 
ve me — iB posit with the —— ‘ee $1 *h voree ? 1952 i 1 is sides: 
a Img HACK to insure payment of s rY | Mav 1, 1954, leat 
y + ‘ a ot r) Vic JJT, i\ H 
Dt it he wanted T 7 1 9 | STA \ RS 
. J LyoZ, Ae . 
tn ring again ; , Eten 
é from | at Maple S s 
D dic not Van ) ecept the , : A cat | . t tha ~ ‘ Ni 
) it E’s insistence, he _ . he Ameri | . ; Ss 
ok s o S, his (D's oaee Who has title ‘ 
< 1 . Db ec \ : ‘ ~ 

I S we is to pay yMissor a *: = 
I I t .d t nd I 2. F US it paid ona < sete aE oteriaea 
I t him but he #na mM requ such payment On Ju 153, E| vf : ; : 

sists \ \ 1avance hre ¢ » sue D inless D SOW F S we ae 
. ) T1 wont. } 1 1 + ‘ + —_ 4 re id ¢ Cres 
I 1d a, ae 5a ; . no ri r gave f said cor t . 
u r T. and E t he debt. D then) is : ; 
‘ 3 T? wWoOIN if VW we i ¥ ‘ = 
E and Ss att s T $1 Hop - recor 
Do — ‘ ee s Z f s s now 
reass > Cou \ ? D e s ? r 
} Y)) x 7 = \ ~ y 
Lest ul Ss x. { N. J "po n. to E r af 
s 3 On | 1954. S and Tw 1953. W yu ” 
: ract au Vie’ a DY 8. t tl vme )f DWAR ATTEN 
y wh reed to sell and E accepted the mort- a s12 5 
LAW BOOKS B to buy Greenacre for $10.00 donne 
1ANGED Under the cont t. B> pai {SEY 
RIES AND SINGLE $2,000 down and was required LUTION 
: sci to pay the balance on May 4. 
C ark Boardman Co., Ltd. | 1954. when S was obligated to satista 
ace. New York, N.¥.4 deliver to B a warranty deed herent é 
On Ma 1. 1954. S mortgaged 
the proper to M for $5,000 to 
secure a P in that amount : 
Jacobson & Goldfarb ccimge Aae Biase eae Me acne 3% 
. Que ln o rs. Mi acquirea N) - 
REALTO ees ai aaa “ SINS 
: y : i CE mortgage in good faith without aay? tee < 
WAT irs \F Q*< rigl > dear the t 4 8 > 
MORRIS GOI DFARB notice of B's rights under the x i ‘ . 
mie , te of Real ntract The mortgage was - : 5.2 
— segs ly recorded. As soon as Seer a ; 
290 Hobart St., Perth Amboy e Airc - 
. aes of M’s mortgage, he/¢c x 
you (for the —_ Surroe 
———_—— ime find out if he could s ies 
\ P P R A I S A L S rescind the contract and obtain “the & 2 

: = from S the $2,000 he had already el 

‘ a ate What wou you ¢ ivis 2 F - 

Every Court and Judicial hat would you advise a 

Tribunal, as well as in ee se ee : 

. b) Assume tha had con- ae . 

Inheritance Matters, our aes ws ecg Rn re 2 .. 

: suited yo efore signing tne x > 
appraisals are accepted. . eles has vou su cae 1 way  e. 
contre re ou suggest ¢ ay k N 
For more than half a cen- dee Ledisi J $12.5 ape : 
é to protect B against the danger eae os - Z : _ 
tury our own records are ‘ 3 ; 
of subsequ¢nt encumbrances STATE OF NEW JB 
complete. 2 , ? a . JEPARTMENT OF 
ceing placed on the property? ine IFICATE OF DISSOLT 
. ‘ 1 F ; arv an ie se whom these gente 7 com 
{ : -_ 14. (a) In 1945, John and Mary 1. I give my apartment house | . ’ iter 
LOUIS Schlesinger Conipai } Green, husband and wife, bought | at =1 Clay S Hope. N. J., to| a7 e proceed 
901 Broad St., Newark 2, N.J. a home at #1 Oak St., Hope.) my wi : Pecahar, A ye 
MArket 2-650@ N. J.. taking title in the names 21 " ° beats 
of John and Mary. On Jan. 2,|} 3.1 St oe 
| . bs 72 
= Joan | N k 
= = : . ae | s < : 
= Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable =| 4. 1 give all the rest of my| 
= = mney ¢ mane” daaeruk m een ae ae iw 
= ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 3 | Property to my brother, James.” | £°3"*: : | apun 
= Courts =} On June 1, 1954, William | t \rporations | Soeceeee ci 
= o : . = “nUrT hile alone in his ae tes ny Jers 
= CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 3} Brown. while alone in his office, | coinz ae tn rs 
= standing. =/ made these changes in the will. | ..\°%, R NOW, THERE FORE, 
a gr : P se = | ean a | Ntate of f Stat e of the State 
= SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 2| ! He crossed out Paragraph 1 | “rr 1 ror “ive that the said 
= Courts 2/with ink and wrote in thej os t fice 2 duly exect 
= INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at Z| margin “Sold”. ibs i 2 writine t 
= Trenton. ={ 2. He put a line in ink]* and the wi 
= = epee “Ee a ‘ 2 re pow on & *¢ the or 
: THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. # {ous (3000" m Farasraph 2 See Choe | 
= 2 A * 2!and substituted 3.000" | at 7 ESTIMONT "WHE EEOF < 
= NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. =| 3. He put a line in ink through ixel Se 
= ESSEX BLDG., TRENTON 8, N.J Z\/«<000” in Paragra sh ny | : fth day of July, A.D das a 
= NEWARK 2, N. J. Tel. EXport 6-8439 =| ° ie ituted “7 ‘00C ea and Rec non a stl caus 2 
= Tel. MArket 3-2200 = | substituted “7,000 EDWARD J. PATTEN EDWARD J PATTES 
4. He crossed out in ink Rest Eg sie 4 che ae ae $12.9 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
aa Dated STATE OF NEW Jé é — 
‘ PATRICK FEE DEP PaRTMEST OF SPATE } | STA DS State of New Jersey, Dept. of Banking ane STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
th a : CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | DEI aie IME lr OF STATE Insurance; Trenton, May 16, 1955—Wher _. DEPARTMENT OF STA 
To all to whom these presents may come, | CERTIFICATE “OE DISSOLUTION The WASHINGTON NATIONAL INSURANCE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION 
Grectin ‘| si ad whe a ‘these presents may come, COMPANY, | located 2 ee Dae Bren Oe ee whom these presents may come, 
HEREAS, It appears : 4 oe of Illinois, has filed in a 
be dais je ithenticated record = a, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | statement by the proper officers thereof, show. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
‘ica for tue voluntary dissolut tion thereof | by duly authenticated record of the proceed: | ing its_condition on December 31, a er xy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 28%, for the ary dissolution thereof | busines®fer_the year and has complie ie ce ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
volders, deposited pa my office that } by the una nsent of all oe stock- | respects with the laws of this State applica ni by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
ON LEE COMPANY holders deposit in y office tha to it; now, therefore, I, Charles R. ee ae holders. deposited in my office that 
@ COrpx s State, whose princip & B CO Commissioner of Banking and Insurance 0! ee LEHMAN SECURITIES, INC. 
ite Ace : ae . principe ja State, whose principal | State of New Jersey, do hereby certs ee te a corporation of this State, whose principal 
’ or et nie” aval ; City Geum’ oa Essex, | © No. 1060 Broad Street, | company. is ene ee end transact snd | Office is situated at No. 972 Broad Street, 
aga t SS : s . : + 
Pe ‘ ARTHUR aA es State f B. Silver, | . County of Essex, health insurance in this State in accordance | /! the ae of Newark, County of Essex, 
1k T, Attorney being the ager a therein and in charge thereof. | s Na el L. Sunshine, | yith law until May 1, 1956. The condition and | State of New Jersey (Max Lesser, be- 
1 Stre Whom process may be served), has/ * iarge thereof. | pusiness of said company at the date of such | ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
N led: with the scautrements of Titie 14 | mess m served), hat | statement, is shown as follows: Admitted as- | upon whom process may be served), has 
21, 28, Aug. 4 8 of Revised Statutes | | ; Title 14. | gets, $193,620,835.21; Liabilities, except capital | -omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
— ) the issuing | Statutes | and surplus, $150 166,192.77; Paid-up capital, orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
Dated: duis 7 55 yn | r t to issuing | $10,000,000.00; Surplus over all liabilities, eeeas of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
OF SARAH FINKELSTEIN. ‘ Secretary of Dissolution | 454,642.44: Income for the year, Se 405 — 10; | f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
ELSTEI a: Be Havene | . l ‘Secretary of | Disbursements_for the year, $48,391,256.9 a NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
rporati did. on the|: . Do Hereby | IN WITNESS WHEREOF, T have too = | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
19 file in my | that t on the | my mame and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the | | ertify that the said conversa did. on the 
& t in san | Fifteen da ‘fle in| day and year first above written. Vee |} Kighth day of July, 1955 file in my 
™ aire ie ‘or. | BY ottice a duly executed a tested consent | "Tell, Commissioner of Banking and eal) 13 fice a duly executed and attested consent 
2 all t Roger? kh ideal} in writing to ¢t Ss t of said cor- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
ant end the mean | porati on cuted i stockholders | si. of kv oi Banxing and | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
‘ aid are now on file | thereof A h sa ent and the record der Trenton, "eras 56. scan areeoae thereof, h said consent and the record 
f provided by law | the “aber party d are now on file} The NORTH AMERICAN LIFE INSURANCE | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
TE STIMON) WHEREOF } no my said offi rovided by law COMPANY OF CHICAGO, located at Chicago, in my said offi as provided by law. 
set my hand and af | IN TESTIM 1} im the State of Illinois, has filed in this De- | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
sea at Trenton navy reto. set af-| partment a sworn statement by the proper have hereto set my hand and af- 
day of July. A.D fixed I a sea at Trent on, | officers thereof, showing its condition on De- | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
‘II ne } ired and tt I y f July, A.D., | cember 31, 1954, and business for the year and this Kighth day of July, A.D 
Sees 9 . = Seal) one t indred and | has complied in all respects with the laws of (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
._ Street a WARD J. PATTEN | tifty-t this State applicable to it; now, therefore, I, | fifty-five. 
7 ae. ee reyes seats og | EDWAR PATTEN Charles R. Howell, Commissioner of Banking EDWARD J. PATTEN 
‘. 2 29. Aug. 4; 31 1 =e "OR og ‘ | Secretarw of State ; and Insurance of the State of New Jersey, do Secretary of State . 
\ See = “1, eS, Ang. 4 $12.80) 7) 7 3 1 8S ‘ $12.80 | hereby certify that said company is duly aue |) oy july 21 Ay A $12.80 
\OTICE that t g ee ee a . = . 7" thorized to transact its appropriate business of | © ? aie . 1s + 
° Essex STATE OF NEW JERSEY — . | Mg acci sattt pend Ag me 2 oe | 
aol \ ¢ 9 Lee ‘ 4 | s lp OF NEW JERS | State in accordance with law until May } . , Dany 
es tes Ck ease Tare oe OF STATE } Ht ARTMENT ae , eS CE The condition and business of said company at Pash ...4 N a Mi pe 2 
ie } S eet 9F DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | the date of such statement, is shown as fol- CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
= all to whom these presente may come,| 1, gil to whom these presents may come lows: Admitted assets, $36,993,260.85; Liabil- | 7, gi/ to whom these presenta may come 
‘ 2 ng It 3 cia ' . ities, except capital and surplus, $34,062,215.53; | Greeting D ve : 
‘ luntary dissolution thereof | y authe record of the proceed | $7.698,660.32;' Disbursements for the year, | ¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed 
: " : consent of all the atock- | zs for tl voluntary dissolution thereo $5,112,297.03. | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
Gee In 10 in m e, that s consent of all the stock IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set | bY the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
M ; i , SALES ike AMES tf Ma sist | my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the | holders nen in my office that 
Felds | , es . day and year first above written. Charles R. | DONMAR, INC. 
Att S prir | € Howell, Commissioner of Banking and Insur- | a SOTBOERE: on - this State, whose principa 
= ¢ 744 OB S | 2 ance (Seal) 11 | office i at No. 4 Branford Place, 
2007 < | . of New Jersey, Dept. of Ba : Jin the City f Newark, County f Essex, 
a : S $ . > ; Insurance, Trenton, ° May is. 1955--Wikereast State of New Jersey (Isadore H. Colton, 
Pe } - r rm | The MUTUAL TRUST LIFE INSURANCE being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
— mae thereat ake t 0 COMPANY, located at Chicago, in the State of | U0 whom process may be served), has 
E'S SA é . | Illinois, has filed in this Department a sworn | “omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
vk 4 2 rf $. Cor a | statement by the proper officers thereof, show- | ‘orporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
: OF . Sta a ty J = : | ing its condition on December 31, 1954, and| °f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
< , 3 site Coctinea atior business for the year and has complied in all| vf this Certificate of Dissolution 
. 091-54 & : N 4 THEREFORE. 1 Mae vatsers 2 ue Secretary of | Fespects with the laws of this Seats applicable | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Se ed eal dalle-o4 : tat the State of Now Jerses. Da Et of the > Jersey. Do Hereby | to it; now, therefore, I, Char R. Howell, | sta the State of Ne Jersey, Do Hereby 
i Nationa . & ertify that the sai oaenuat é did | rtify > r tion did, on the Comraissioner of Banking and nianvanied of the | ‘* that the said cor tion did, on the 
g ‘ 1 N ’ u ala t bn jon did : irtiet D, file it State of New Jersey, do hereby certify that said | Iw ifth jay of Jul 19. DD file n my 
king ( i . 2 ; ested caauiias e a duly i and attested con Rea eo is duly authorized to transact its ap- 1 du t ind attested 
. H a = M4 nee | ic ad xecuted and attested ess of life and accident and | eon ent in writing the p tion of aaid 
‘ s . f said cor- | consent in writing to the dissolution of said in this State in accordance | ¢yrporation, executed by all the stockholders 
¢ ar eee ee corporation, execut all the Btoc kbolders sh May 1, 6. The condition and | thereuf. which said consent and the record 
1 the r 1} thereof. wi x 1t and S of said company at the date of such f the proceedings — d are now on file 
; - ae ae f proceeding Pa ‘ is shown ne hry Admitted 8S- n my said office as provided by law 
2 Ve NY WITEREOF, 1 my a TES hate LS EE Ra id 142,910 oy tg em gm ge IN TESTIMO: NY WHE RIA (OF, 1 
N I nee may. name eee 8! have he 3 ; liabil 843.29; Income for the year, ah gibt at 
gust a al seal. at Tr entor fixed @ a isbursements for the year, rye ade earn 
dei Sea @ne thousand nine hundred and Sea s NESS WHE REOF, I have here aot t t 
I , WARD J. PATTI ttt epypdin. seal, ,at Trent a f as 
tip J \ I LW at . EN ar firs ove written. Charles EDWARD , “ 
i? = Secretary of State ph pt PATTEN. Howell, Commissioner of Banking and ica Secretary of State 
. 28 u. 4 $12.8 ; dda eimacin see (Seal) 10 j 21, 28 i $12.80 
: - . ‘ or Pe eG ept. 0 and 
‘7 ania t ; ; 3 pen ‘ Os 2S is. The FRANKLIN LIFE INSU KANCE ANY, . 
: WV ‘ yl STA . 
m Avenue ka \DRIAN. M ERTIF sSOLUTION located at Spr id, in the State of 7 , : 
y a . ‘ ‘ ‘ ? . MI nae BAS Ji 10 has filed in th Jepartment a sworn statement El rl ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
S ty of p ail ehom r mal come,| by the proper cers thereof, showing its con- | 7% @!! to whom these presents may come 
) a ioe VHERCA dition on Dece mber 31, and bu iness for J 
grees 2 : x lr ’ 
W - ws - 
it certify é , 
to transact ORPORA 
r ce in this r * 4 
t May 
g gains ; 
i 
Sate t J 
- -* : 8 NOM Hi 
«™ Auk + s : > by 2 
’ = ertify th t Bank: ng and 1€ 
hi (Ss my 
Aaa ; : tice a d a 
Ss 4 SV oM - ers 
-~-<- ees ad ‘ i ) 4 
HOLPH Ps - ald off 
ead, his he IX! WILE REO feat dha com ed 
repres r ave 10 ‘ ar lied in all c f 
t a Fg s July A.l nai t “ane I 
Seg!) Raph y urance o es aa iwod - 
r rr 4 mare: (and E- certify that said a ; wa 
P g or : ut zed to transact it ii ty-live 
aatef an pane : x the s sainst riber E N € lite une Ganidene oe EDWARD J EN, 
< or r ROW NA ANO - ‘ ‘ z a uis State in accordance wit! Secretary of § 
right, title or interest ( NAPORANQ, Attorne Sas ae : $12.50 1956. The condition and b 21, 25, A o1e.00 
Se PP RES S Tt Street tara © icnsionenaniaiee Sa company at the date of such statemer 
D rk2.N.J STATE OF NEW JERSEY shown as follows: Admitted assets, $3238 
s ate : eT eee ae eT | DEPARTME F STATE 32.03; Liabilities, except eapital and su < 
: mts — ERTIFICA1 DISSOLUTION 6307, 245,428.32; Paid-up capi $6,500 ¢ 
eke 1 To aii to whom these resent? may come urplus over all liabilities. 
c r SEY Greeting the Eg $129.75 
- | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction the £63 
UTION | OY dui y authenticate r rd of the proceed 
I g sie 7 } ngs fo i °o tary dissolution thereof 
3 mau come | en ae nimous sent of all the stock 
eaguse 3 19 satisfaction | “0lders. deposited in my office that 
the proce } 7 
ion ee } & corporation of this State, whose principa 
the stock ffice is situated 60 Park Place, > 
> that | t City of Newark ount f Essex 
IN State New r iward T Miller OF NEW JERSEY 
ose princ }| Deing the agent therein and in charge [ENT OF STATE 
vue | thereof, upon whom process may be served) Y RTIF : FO TTSSOLUTION 1 any 
vo has complied with the requirements of Title aon tu whom these presents may come, throug or 
A ir _| 14. Corporations, Genera Levised Statutes L.S 
charge thereof | r — Jers pre to the issuing a nears - my easritaces se y ase heroby sun ned and requir te 
1g served), has | this Certificate n. i re i proceed : 
snuiemmnite at Title 14.| NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of intary dis E 
of Revise ] Statutes | *tate of the Sta of New Jersey. Do Hereby is consent of 
issuing | ts that the rt tion ai id. on the ed in my office 
oat | Twelfth day f ) in m oaks 
NOW THER tr FORE of | office a duly exe i attested consent f 
at f | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | 9 Writing to the jissolution of said cor- 
rtify that pope sa d cort ~ rat ion did. on the ration executed he 4 the stockholders 
Jul 195: file in my] {, which | and the record 
ted nsent proceed are now on fil 
zg e f said cor by law t whom process 
t ited stockholders | WHEREOF mnlied with the 
—_ said the record my hand and af- wrierations. Ge nera ¥ 
gs i re now on file | 5€a at Trenton f New Jersey preliminary 
e as provided by law | 1 of A.D.. f Certificate of Dissolution 
; TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 “ea ne thousa and vow THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
” ( have hereto set y hand and af fifty-five State of the State of New Jersey, [ho Hereby 
: fixed xl sea at Trenton EDWARD J. PATTEN ertify chat the said corporation did. on the 
5 this da f July D E Secretaru of State Flevent lay of ily, 1955, file in my 
Seq a thousa . hundred and! L.J July 28. Ang. 4 $12.80 | office a duly executed and attested consent 
2 Rew ¢ pees I Pie Nena a oe ee . . ‘ i s of “eid cor 
EDW ARD J PATTEN Btate of New Jersey Dest. ef Banking Ferien t he stockholders 
Secretary of State Insurance, Trenton, May 19, 1955—Whereas, (7° “ ie and the record 
: y 21, 28, Ang. 4 $12.80 | The HARDWARE MUTUAL INSURANCE COM. bs r us are now on fi 
PANY OF MINNESOTA, located at Minneapee " ™ “ : wided by law 
lis, in the State of Minnesota, has filed in this TESTIMONY WHERFEOF. 1 
WHOM IT MAY CONCERN Department a sworn s nt by the proper e hereto set my hand and af- 
LEASE 7 \KE <n 4 officers thereof, showing condition eon De- 1 seal. at Trenton 
Se h bd ba cember 31, 1954, and business for the year and oe tis day of July, A.D., 
nt o tee Eas ty bas complied in all respects with the laws of ‘Seal! one nine bundred = and 
ie rt nis State applicable to it; now, therefore, I, nit 
Sirs New Jers t Charles R. Howell, Co: ioner of Banking F ID J. PATTEN 
saves t 195: ( «ek and Insurance of the State of New Jersey, do Necretaru of State. 
od cekiR 2 $27.72 hereby certify that said company is duly au- /. Ju'y 21, 28, Ang. 4 $12.80 
=" thorized to transact its appropriate business of si 
SRRIET WILLIAMS fire and allied lines, marine, accident and — 
ILLIAM pee. pubis liabil tr and machinery, 
1 er sean urgiary, glass and er le ro WHOM 
OF SETTLEMENT ; in this State in accordance with law until May Take not 
: given that the accounts 1, 1956. The condition ‘ena business of said 11) n th 
‘ istrator of the estat company at the date of such statement, 1s pry to the I r 
AMS. dece. shown as follows: Admitted assets, $32,049,- é ae BEGINNING 
tide he S ar yf 601.89; Liabilities, except capital and surplus, | \.\. 4, Xe xchat a he 
r RABB INO and | 825, 310,382.56; Guaranty fund. $500, 000.00; Sur- na wih You are made 
sede RABBINO lus ever ali Mabilities, $6,239,219.33: Income ‘.*"2 rs the zim or are claimed 
- ; : or the year, $25,685.437.31; Disbursements for | -\’exander Lu estate or 
; a) ane be year, $23,936,649.34. Bennett in 
VIXG H. HELI wWIINESS ¥ WHEREOF, I have hereunto set \iexander J enis 
Eons, Cees : my ry and affixed my seal, Lae Trani. the Lucille N. Roenisch ily 1: } 
; ; year first above wri Charles R. 9 Siiney Simandl, Attorne ; - ceeuael 
- 33 Elizabeth Ave Rowell, Commissioner of Banking and Insur- 2; Branford Pla sah _ ( GR ANT (Se csi as mea 
+ Se 4 4, 11, 18, 25 $10.08 * . July 21 Ane 4 (Beal) © | Newark. NJ { New Jersey 
a ae y et, 2 é $14.40 1 J. Juty 28. Ang. 4, 11, 18 $6.30 J.-J 21, 28, Aug 4, 11 $28.14 
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(Continued from page 5) continuing : 
“them from the legal assertion Preme Court to incorporate into that Frederick B. Lacey, form- | — za 
by the witness of his constitu- the Fourteenth Amendment the ¢rly first assistant United States |’ \" 01" mai x “ag 
tional right. The allowance of first eight Amendments is based, #ttorney and Harry L. Fitz- exper Ser re algae Ts eyes yr 
the privilege would be a in large part upon a regard for Patrick and Frank L. Bate, WhO] ep gerapy. eXpeRIENCED GENERAL _f = 
mockery of justice, if either | those states whose jurisprudence Were formerly with the firm, | | rac dete. eases. vl 
party is to be affected in- stems from the civilian, since have become members of the | —__——H—W¥H#HH fe ae 
juriously by it.’ Phelin v. Ken- the Civil Law rejects the right firm. 5 = 
derdine, 20 Pa. 354, 363; Wire- against self-incrimination, and i anda velebntinaicieted D 
man v. Commonwealth, 203 Ky. the like. Compare the following Eugene Turton and George |] aromey with large general practice | 
57, 62, 63 261 S. W. 862. And from the opinion by Justice B ‘Turton have moved their |] in centrai Jersey county seot requires Po pppn vi St ORANGE 
see State v. Vroman, 45 S. D. Frankfurter in the Adamson Offices to 744 Broad Street,|} able associate. Experience and top Eee 4 te ae os eee PR 
465, 473, 188 N. W. 746: Carne case: Newark. law school training desirable. Excep- ‘ : ; ake Gikdo” wate d 
v.Litchfield, 2 Mich. 340: People “A construction which x x x GIES Age page ae Botha tin a ee potas cenaccahla Girne rele jt 
v. McGungill, 41 Cal. 429.” makes of” the due process Robert M. — has moved 2 ite qua fter 5 PM a 
(Bold face mine). clause of the Fourteenth his Daag to 60 Park Piace, SERVICES FOR LAWYERS | t! 
4. Amendment, “a summary of Newark 2. CLAIM ADJUSTER C1 
It is by no means certain that specific provisions of the Bill ppm roIdE ee ee AIDS bg Ae : fe 
an accused in a federal prose- of rights would, x xX xX x x xX Bankruptcies I t e position sents: Brien! iT 
cution, does not have a right tear up by the root much of eT ere ee ee ioc tee Beare pekinn fee ee eee RS ae eit : —ae In 
us faliure to testily, under e seve : 25. r Walter J Gear. I yah Alaa id Miers leh del * = 
clause of the Fifth sMbbeccer ite From the point of view of g: 72 : 7 1 ; aidan see Detective Agency pl 
forbidding self-incrimination. Pure reason, it would appear Boras PONDS Oey OED: ACOA e ane ieee DIVORCE - CIVIL - CRIMINAL ni 
See the quotation from Johnson that within the areas covered by xz <5 " Cahill; sol ALLSTATE INVESTIGATIONS cl 
v. U. S., above. Also the land- them, the first eight Amend- | vm © " tS Sy Oh PE INSURANCE CO 17 WARREN ST., BERGENFIELD, N. | ra 
mark case of Twining v. New ments give as good definitions ides. N. J. Hab. $32,027.11; as- “ DU 4-5088 tr 
Jersey 211 U. S. 78, 93, 106-107, or demarcations of “due pro- an 1 eae ieee a Mountain Ave., Murray Hill, N. J. in 
112; 29 S. Ct. R. 14 (1908), in cess” as can be found. Also, exrrrespex a. 2 25 Hillside Ave., | =——_—_—nnnnmess : —f a 
holding that the Fifth Amend-_| from pure reason’s point of view, ; ei oe alsa eee Riera nig payee? LEGAL NOTICES LICENSED BONDED m 
ment was not incorporated in “due process” should mean the | \ wi 7-26 ee aoe sanes D 4 A i 
the due process clause of the same thing in the federal courts | !\*1-8 Fells Phunbing & Htg. Co, Ridge-Tespare oF PAUL EARL PETERZELL Hanus etective gericy 
Fourteenth Amendment, dealt and in the courts of the respec- $10,597.58: assets 81,200. \ Pursuant to ; f ADRIAN M. | Divorce Investigations a Specialty|f -- 
with a situation where the trial tive states.) EINGAY, “Jade: 96 Seaneii cca tate hee ee a Che ae ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 ‘ ilest 








sed 1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus 















































































































































































































court charged that the jury 2. ge, N. J iab. $3,696.55; as-| the undersigued, Executurs of said decea 
could draw an unfavorable in- It is suggested that’ the ee. eee ee ee eee oan McBee oe Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 
ference from the defendant’s federal rule of no adverse com- AREINKI Dose] $ Midland Ave der oat atfirmati their claims 
failure to testify. ment for failure to testify be ates Sees Forlag eg mide gyros Porn oc eye agree maces Nea nie : E 
(The great debate on whether adopted for the fcllowing rea- Max L. Rosenst 7-25 PETE OC cat ERATE OECD CREDIT REPORTS: 
the first eight Amendments sons: oeotae Paliae Me Oe HELEN RB. P ZELI : 
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